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CITY OF CALIFORNIA CITY, KERN CO
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Transportation Injury Mapping System

Tools

SWITRS Query & Mapr

Result Summary

Welcome!
Ramon H. Pantoja

Back to Select Queries | New Query | Load CaselDs | Saved Queries | Help

Overall Summary | Map | Killed/Injured Victim Summary | Ped Collision Summary

Total # of Collisions: 54

Warning: 2014 - 2015 data is provisional and incomplete.
Total # of Killed/Injured Victims: 84

Total # of Ped Collisions: 1

Date: 01/01/2013 - 12/31/2015
County: Kern
City: California City

Type of Collision
A - Head-On
B - Sideswipe
C - Rear End
D - Broadside
E - Hit Object
F - Overturned
G - Vehicle/Pedestrian
H - Other
- - Not Stated

Collision Severity
1 - Fatal
2 - Injury (Severe)
3 - Injury (Other Visible)
4 - Injury (Complaint of Pain)

-_—
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16
30

Selected Factors

Number of Collisions by Type of Collision

14.8%
1.1%
9.3%
9.3%
14.8%
241%
1.9%
13%
1.9%

14.8%

Number of Collisions by Collision Severity

74%
74%
29.6%
55.6%

@® A-Head-On
B - Sideswipe
@ C - Rear End
@ D - Broadside
@ E - Hit Object
@ F - Overturned
@ G - Vehicle/Pedestrian
@ H - Other
@ - - Not Stated

@® 1-Fatal
2 - Injury (Severe)
@ 3 - Injury (Other Visible)

@ 4 - Injury (Complaint of
Pain)





PCF Violation

01 - Driving or Bicycling Under the Influence of Alcohol or
Drug

02 - Impeding Traffic

03 - Unsafe Speed

04 - Following Too Closely

05 - Wrong Side of Road

06 - Improper Passing

07 - Unsafe Lane Change

08 - Improper Turning

09 - Automobile Right of Way
10 - Pedestrian Right of Way
11 - Pedestrian Violation

12 - Traffic Signals and Signs
13 - Hazardous Parking

14 - Lights

15 - Brakes

16 - Other Equipment

17 - Other Hazardous Violation
18 - Other Than Driver (or Pedestrian)
19 -

20 -

21 - Unsafe Starting or Backing
22 - Other Improper Driving

23 - Pedestrian or Other Under the Influence of Alcohol or
Drug

24 - Fell Asleep
00 - Unknown
- - Not Stated
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5.6%

0%
1.1%
0%
1.9%
1.9%
1.9%
51.9%
9.3%
0%
0%
74%
0%
0%
0%
0%
0%
0%
0%
0%
0%
0%

0%

0%
1.9%
7.4%

Day of Week
1 - Monday
2 - Tuesday
3 - Wednesday
4 - Thursday
5 - Friday
6 - Saturday
7 - Sunday

Alcohol Involved
Yes
No

State Highway
Yes
No

Vehicle Involvement
Pedestrian Collision
Bicycle Collision
Motorcycle Collision
Truck Collision

Lighting
A - Daylight
B - Dusk - Dawn

C - Dark - Street Lights
D - Dark - No Street Lights

E - Dark - Street Lights Not
Functioning

- - Not Stated

| © UC Regents, 2011-2016
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14.8%
7.4%
16.7%
5.6%
18.5%
241%
13%

16.7%
0%

1.1%
88.9%

1.9%
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9.3%
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70.4%
0%
13%
16.7%
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CITY OF CALIFORNIA CITY

ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (ATP-CYCLE 3)
REDWOOD BLVD. SIDEWALK/PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT
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ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (ATP)
REDWOOD BLVD SIDEWALK /PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT
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Welcome!

I M Ramon H. Pantoja
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Transportation Injury Mapping System

Tools

SWITRS QuErY & Mapr

Result Summary
Back to Select Queries | New Query | Load CaselDs | Saved Queries | Help

Overall Summary Map Killed/Injured Victim Summary Ped Collision Summary Print

Results Map: 59 of 80 (73.8%) Collisions Mapped.
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Form Date: April, 2016 Cycle 3 ATP Call for Projects - Application Form — Attachment B
|

ATP Engineer’s Checklist for Infrastructure Projects

Required for “Infrastructure” applications ONLY

This application checklist is to be used by the engineer in “responsible charge” of the preparation of this ATP
application to ensure all of the primary elements of the application are included as necessary to meet the CTC's
requirements for a PSR-Equivalent document (per CTC’s ATP Guidelines and CTC’s Adoption of PSR Guidelines -
Resolution G-99-33) and to ensure the application is free of critical errors and omissions; allowing the application to
be accurately ranked in the statewide and regional ATP selection processes.

|

Special Considerations for Engineers before they Sign and Stamp this document attesting to the accuracy of the
application:

Chapter 7; Article 3; Section 6735 of the Professional Engineer's Act of the State of Cd‘lifornia requires engineering calculation(s) or
report(s) be either prepared by or under the responsible charge of a licensed civil engineer. Since the corresponding ATP
Infrastructure-application defines the scope of work of a future civil construction project and requires complex engineering principles

and calculations which are based on the best data available at the time of the application, the application must be signed and
stamped by a licensed civil engineer. \

By signing and stamping this document, the engineer is attesting to this application’.% technical information and engineering data
upon which local agency's recommendations, conclusions, and decisions are made. This action is governed by the Professional
Engineer’s Act and the corresponding Code of Professional Conduct, under Sections 6775 and 6735.

The following checklist is to be completed by the engineer in “responsible charge” of defining the project’s Scope,
Cost and Schedule per the expectations of the CTC’s PSR Equivalent. The checklist is expected to be used during the
preparation of the documents, but not initialed and stamped by the engineer until the final application and
application attachments are complete and ready for submission to Caltrans.

1. Vicinity map /Location map Engineer’s Initials:
a. The project limits must be clearly depicted in relationship to the o}verall agency boundary

2. Project layout-plan/map showing existing and proposed conditions must: Engineer’s Initials:

a. Be to a scale which allows the visual verification of the overall project “construction” limits and limits of gach
primary element of the project. Scale must be shown on the plan/map

b. Show the full scope of the proposed project, including any non-participating construction items
c. Show all changes to existing motorized/non-motorized lane and shoulder widths. Label the proposed widths

d. Show agency’s right of way (ROW) lines when permanent or te \porary ROW impacts are possible. (As
appropriate, also show Caltrans’, Railroad, and all other government agencies ROW lines)

T

3. Typical cross-section(s) showing existing and proposed conditions. Engineer’s Initials:
(Include cross-section for each controlling configuration that varies signiﬁbant/y from the typical)

a. Show and dimension: changes in lane widths, ROW lines, side slopes, etc.

7=

4. Detailed Engineer's Estimate ‘ Engineer’s Initials:

a. The Caltrans Project Estimate (Attachment F) must be filled out per the instructions and attached to t
application, in the appropriate location.

b. Each of the main project elements are broken out into separate f‘;onstruction items. The costs for each item
are based on calculated quantities and appropriate corresponding unit costs

c. All non-participating costs in relation to the ATP funding are clearly identified and accounted for separately
from the eligible costs. The non-participating (or ineligible) costs must be consistent with Caltrans guidelines
as shown in Local Assistance Program Guidelines chapter 22.6

d. All project elements the applicant intends to utilize the CCC, certified community conservation corps, or tribal
corps on need to be clearly identified and accounted for

e. All project development costs to be funded by the ATP need to fre accounted for in the total project cost

e





Form Date: April, 2016 Cycle 3 ATP Callfor Projects - Application Form — Attachment B

5. Crash/Safety Data, Collision maps and Countermeasures: Engineer’s Initials:

a. Confirmation that crash data shown is depicted accurately, is shown to scale, and occurred within infliignce
area of proposed improvements.

6. Project Schedule and Requested programming of ATP funding Engineer’s Initials: %

a. All applicants must anticipate receiving federal ATP funding for the project and therefore the project
schedules and programming included in the application must account for all applicable federal requirements
and timeframes.

“Completed Dates” for project Milestone Dates shown in the application have been reviewed and verified

c. “Expected Dates” for project Milestone Dates shown in the application account for all reasonable project
timetables, including: Interagency MOUs, Caltrans agreements, CTC allocations, FHWA authorizations,
federal environmental studies and approvals, federal right-of-way acquisitions, federal consultant selections,
project permits, etc.

d. The fiscal year and funding amounts shown in the PPR must be consistent with Implementing Agency’s
expected project milestone dates and available matching funds.

7. Warrant studies/guidance (Check if not applicable) Engineer’s Initials:

a. For new Traffic Control Signals — an engineering study that includes analysis of Signal Warrantg'1- 9
X N/A (CAMUTCD) must be submitted. For ATP funding, warrants 4, 5 or 7 should be met but the final
decision to install a signal must be made by the engineer. The engineering study (and any additional
documentation of the engineering judgment supporting the Traffic Control Signal, if needed) must
include the name and license number of the responsible engineer and must be attached to the
application in the “Additional Attachments” section.

8. Additional narration and documentation: Engineer’s Initials:

a. The text in the “Narrative Questions” in the application is consistent with and supports the engineering @
and calculations used in the development of the plans/maps and estimate

b. When needed to clarify non-standard ATP project elements (i.e. vehicular roadway widening necessary for
the construction of the primary ATP elements); appropriate documentation is attached to the application to
document the engineering decisions and calculations requiring the inclusion of these non-standard elements.

Licensed Engineer: Engineer's Stamp:

Name (Last, First): Helt, Gerald l

Title: } City Engineer 1
Engineer License N ,mbet C-[2w850§\ " 1

S
N

Date: | 6/6/16 ]

EmaiI:! jhelt@heltengineering.com & |

Phone| (661) 323-6045 |







ATTACHMENT - "“E” EXISTING CONDITIONS

Hacienda ES, beyond

Cal-City MS \

NO SIDEWALK

Intersection of Redwood Blvd. and Hacienda Blvd looking east,
lack of sidewalk, curb ramp in the background tie-in point

Looking north at Hacienda Boulevard and Redwood Boulevard intersection. Students
are crossing the street from dirt to paved areas.

California City — Redwood Blvd Sidewalk/Pedestrian Improvements
lof3





Looking north at intersection of Hacienda Boulevard and Redwood Boulevard. Students
are walking on dirt to school.

No improvements,
wide dirt shoulders

Intersection Redwood Blvd. at 92nd Street looking east, curb ramps, sidewalks and
intersection crossing improvements will be part of the scope of work.

California City — Redwood Blvd Sidewalk/Pedestrian Improvements
20f3





Dirt shoulder typical of Redwood Blvd

Redwood Blvd. looking east, class 2 bike lane, curb ramps, sidewalks and intersection
crossing improvements will be installed on the south side of the boulevard.

California City — Redwood Blvd Sidewalk/Pedestrian Improvements
30f3






Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 3

Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.

Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).

Project Information:

Agency: |City of California City

| Date:|6/1/2016

Project Description:

Install 5' ft wide paved class 2 bike lane, sidewalk, C&G, X-gutters, curb ramps, striping and retro-reflective road signs.

Project Location:

Redwood Blvd. and Airway Blvd. intersection, continues east along the south side to Hacienda Blvd. (approx. 3,800 feet).

Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate:|GeraId F. Helt (City Engineer)

| License #: [C28508

Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:

Cost Breakdown
Engineer’s Estimate (for Construction Items Only) ATP Eligible ATP Ineligible Corps/CCC
Costs/Items Costs/Items to construct
Item No. Item :r’la Quantity | Units | Unit Cost Ite-lr—:tglost % $ % $ % $
General Overhead-Related Construction Items
1 Mobilization 1 LS | $10,000.00 $10,000 100%|  $10,000
2 Traffic Control 1 LS | $11,000.00 $11,000 100%| $11,000
3 Stormwater Protection Plan 1 LS | $8,125.00 $8,125 100% $8,125
4 Quality Control Program 1 LS | $10,500.00 $10,500 100%| $10,500
5 Preconstruction Biological Training 1 LS | $9,000.00 $9,000 100% $9,000
General Construction Items (non-decorative only)
6 Site Demolition, Saw Cut, Grading, 1 LS | $75,000.00 $75,000 100%| $75,000
7 Scarify 12" Native Material & Compact 704 CcY $80.00 $56,320 100%| $56,320
8  |Scarify 12" Native Material & Compact 563 CY $65.00 $36,595 100%|  $36,595
9 Scarify 12" Native Material & Compact 697 CcY $30.00 $20,910 100%| $20,910
10 |Install Type A Curb & Gutter on 3500 LF $35.00 $122,500 100%| $122,500
11 Install 4" Thick Sidewalk on Redwood 17850 SF $11.00 $196,350 100%| $196,350
12 |Install 6" Class 2 Agg. Base 732 |TONS| $40.00 $29,280 100%|  $29,280
13 Install 3" Type B Hot Mix Asphalt 392 TONS| $110.00 $43,120 100%| $43,120
14  |Install Curb Ramp "Case A" 6 EA | $4,800.00 $28,800 100%| $28,800
15 Install 8" thick concrete cross gutter 3 EA | $12,500.00 $37,500 100%| $37,500
16 |Roadside Signage 1 LS | $18,000.00 $18,000 100%| $18,000
17  |[Striping and Markings 1 LS | $12,000.00 $12,000 100%| $12,000
Decorative & Landscaping-related Items (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative, or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)
18 100%
19 100%
20 100%
21 100%
22 100%
23 100%
24 100%
Subtotal of Construction Items:| $725,000 $725,000
$36,250|<= 5% of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable)
Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):| 9.93% $72,000 $72,000
Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:| $797,000 $797,000
Project Delivery Costs:
Type of Project Cost | Cost $
Preliminary Engineering (PE) ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs
Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):
Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):| $ 96,000 $96,000 "PE" costs / "CON" costs
Total PE:| $ 96,000 $96,000 12% | 25% Max
Right of Way (RW)
Right of Way Engineering:| $
Acquisitions and Utilities:| $
Total RW:| $
Construction Engineering (CE) "CE" costs / "CON" costs
Construction Engineering (CE):| $ 119,000 | $119,000 | | | 15% | 15% Max
Total Project Delivery:] $215,000] | 215000 | | |
Total Construction Costs:] $916,000] | | | |
ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs
Total Project Cost:| $1,0120000  |st012000] | |

Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:

The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.
Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.

Item Number(s):

Description of Engineer's Logic: (See examples shown in the Instructions)

6/3/2016 1of1







3500 Douglas Avenue
Mojave, CA 93501

Voice: 661-824-4001
Fax: 661-824-2686

S, <
CHoo pisTRY

June 1, 2016

Ramon H. Pantoja
Project Manager

Helt Engineering, Inc.
2930 Union Ave.
Bakersfield CA, 93305

Re: Support of California City Active Transportation Program Project Application
Dear Mr. Pantoja:

The Mojave Unified School District offers this letter of support for the California City
Active Transportation Program application for Redwood Blvd. Sidewalk/Pedestrian
Improvements.

There is a growing risk of serious injury as a result of deficiencies in the walkways and
the pedestrian and bicycle paths in this area due to a complete lack of safe pathways for
the students. Walking and biking are the primary modes of transportation for many of our
residents and their children. We feel that these are crucial upgrades that will enhance our
community and keep our children safer.

The Mojave Unified School District would like to encourage students to walk and bike to
school, as well as to local retail stores and restaurants, and therefore supports the City’s
application for Active Transportation Program funding for this project. We are committed
and willing to provide the resources and outreach to students and parents in order to ensure
that the bike and pedestrian safety improvements will be utilized and used in a safe
manner.

District Superintendent






Kern County Health Status Profiles IATTACHMENT I

for Selected Health Indicators
Public Health Week, 2011

Health Status Indicator Kern County State Ranking

Year 2010 National
Objective

2007 — 2009 Average Mortality® Rates Per 100,000 Population (Age-Adjusted®)

All Causes 859.8 56 T
Motor Vehicle 17.3 47 8.0
Unintentional Injury 457 43 17.1
Firearm Injuries 114 45 3.6
Homicide 7.7 52 2.8
Suicide 11.1 28 4.8
Drug Related 16.9 41 1.2
All Cancers 173.6 46 158.6
Colorectal Cancer 14.6 32 13.7
Lung Cancer 47.8 46 433
Breast Cancer 22.6 42 21.3
Prostate Cancer 27.4 54 28.2
Heart Disease 183.2 58 162.0
Stroke 455 50 50.0
Diabetes 33.0 57 °
Chronic Lower Respiratory Disease 71.9 58 b
Chronic Liver Disease and Cirrhosis 12.8 37 3.2
Influenza/Pneumonia 23.0 53 i
Alzheimer’s Disease 36.7 55 I
2007 — 2009 Average Morbidity Rates Per 100,000 Population (Crude Rates)
AIDS Incidence 105 53 1.0
Tuberculosis Incidence 5.2 41 1.0
Chlamydia Incidence 616.4 58 LK)
Gonorrhea Incidence 113.4 55 19.0
2006 — 2008 Average Infant Death Rates Per 1,000 Live Births
All Races 7.0 49 45
Asian/Pl 6.1~ 45 4.5
Black 15.7~ 52 4.5
Hispanic 6.7 50 45
White 6.4 48 4.5
2007 — 2009 Average Natality Indicators

Low Birth Weight Infants 7.2% 52 5.0%
Births To Adolescent Mothers (15-19) 62.7* 58 i
Prenatal Care Not Begun During 1% Trimester 24.7% 37 10.0%
Adequate/ Adequate Plus Prenatal Care 69.7% 48 90.0%
Percent of Persons Under 18 Below Poverty 24.8% 48 i

T International Classification of Diseases, Tenth Revision ICD-10 was used to create the mortality tables in this report.

@ Age-adjusted rates were calculated using the 2000 U.S. Standard Million Proportions.

t  No 2010 Healthy People 2010 Objective established.

HP2010 objective based on both underlying and contributing causes of death. This table excludes multiple/contributing causes of death.
Prevalence data are not available in Kern County.

Case rate unreliable, relative standard error is greater than 23%.

Rate per 1,000 females 15-19 years of age.

*)c
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Figure 3-3: California Bicycle Facility Classification
Class Description ‘ Example Graphic

Class | - Bike Path
Bike paths, also termed shared-use or multi-use paths,
are paved right-of-way for exclusive use by bicyclists, 10 min vartica)
pedestrians, and those using non-motorized modes of Eipess "'*9"'-”’”“"'"'; \
travel. They are physically separated from vehicular ; L 4
traffic and can be constructed in roadway right-of-way or
exclusive right-of-way. Bike paths provide critical A
connections in the city where roadways are absent or are ey
not conducive to bicycle travel.

Class Il - Bike Lane T e
Bike lanes are defined by pavement striping and ‘Fﬁ'}“
signage used to allocate a portion of a roadway for sk -
exclusive or preferential bicycle travel. Bike lanes are
one-way facilities on either side of a roadway. Bike
lanes can be enhanced with treatments that improve
safety and connectivity by addressing site-specific
issues, such as additional warning or way-finding
sighage.

1012 5 min

Class lll - Bike Route
Bike routes provide shared use with motor vehicle traffic
within the same travel lane. Designated by signage and /
or on-street shared lane markings. They are typically used
on roads with low speeds and traffic volumes; however,
they can be used on higher volume roads with wide
outside lanes or shoulders. Shared lane markings, in addi-
tion to signage, may be more appropiate for roadways
with narrow travel lanes and parking.

Bike routes provide continuity to other bike facilities or
designate preferred routes through corridors with high
demand.

-

Shared Lane Marking should be placed
11 feet minimum from curb
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U.S. Census Bureau

AMERICAN (

SR p L ATTACHMENT J # 3 I
FactFinder \ ..)\ |
S1702 POVERTY STATUS IN THE PAST 12 MONTHS OF FAMILIES

2009-2013 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Data and Documentation section.

Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.

Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Subject California City city, California
All families Married-couple
families
Total Percent below poverty level Total
Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate
Families 3,554 +/-252 18.4% +/-5.5 2,359
With related children under 18 years 1,247 +/-191 34.2% +/-9.7 798
RACE AND HISPANIC OR LATINO ORIGIN
Families with a householder who is--

One race 3,401 +/-279 19.0% +/-5.6 2,248
White 2,490 +/-313 10.8% +/-5.0 1,687
Black or African American 487 +/-228 44.4% +/-22.7 234
American Indian and Alaska Native 0 +/-19 - *x 0
Asian 133 +/-87 27.8% +/-38.1 64
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 0 +/-19 - *x 0
Some other race 291 +/-159 42.6% +/-31.6 263

Two or more races 153 +/-92 6.5% +/-10.9 111

Hispanic or Latino origin (of any race) 763 +/-194 20.2% +/-11.6 541
White alone, not Hispanic or Latino 2,131 +/-288 10.6% +/-5.7 1,458
Householder worked 2,316 +/-264 16.6% +/-5.9 1,563
Householder worked full-time, year-round in the past 12 1,459 +/-272 0.0% +/-2.4 1,235
months
Householder 65 years and over 548 +/-208 5.1% +/-6.4 469
Family received --
Supplemental Security Income (SSI) and/or cash public 601 +/-181 50.2% +/-14.9 236
assistance income in the past 12 months
Social security income in the past 12 months 862 +/-238 8.2% +/-8.5 637
EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT OF HOUSEHOLDER
Less than high school graduate 733 +/-205 33.7% +/-17.8 515
High school graduate (includes equivalency) 1,001 +/-278 28.5% +/-11.7 543
Some college, associate's degree 1,490 +/-266 7.4% +/-5.2 1,055
Bachelor's degree or higher 330 +/-144 3.6% +/-5.5 246
NUMBER OF RELATED CHILDREN UNDER 18 YEARS
No child 2,307 +/-344 9.9% +/-5.6 1,561
1 of5 05/22/2015
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Subject

1 or 2 children
3 or 4 children
5 or more children

NUMBER OF PEOPLE IN FAMILY
2 people
3 or 4 people
5 or 6 people
7 or more people

NUMBER OF WORKERS IN FAMILY
No workers
1 worker
2 workers
3 or more workers

INCOME DEFICIT
Mean income deficit for families (dollars)

PERCENT IMPUTED
Poverty status for families

2 of 5

Total
Estimate
898
204
145

1,955
1,236
208
155

827
1,418
1,046

263

9,292

19.4%

California City city, California

All families

Margin of Error
+/-194
+/-134

+/-79

+/-384
+/-212
+/-124

+/-81

+/-228
+/-250
+/-239
+/-143

+/-1,485

)

Percent below poverty level

Estimate
21.6%
57.8%
79.3%

13.2%
17.6%
26.0%
80.6%

31.3%
19.2%
10.4%

5.7%

)

)

Margin of Error
+/-10.7
+/-35.6
+/-27.6

+/-6.9
+/-9.2
+/-22.9
+/-26.1

+/-14.8
+/-9.6
+-4.7
+/-11.5

)

)

Married-couple
families
Total

Estimate
567
86
145

1,353
736
125
145

575
730
860
194

12,448

*)

05/22/2015





Subject

Families
With related children under 18 years

RACE AND HISPANIC OR LATINO ORIGIN
Families with a householder who is--

One race
White
Black or African American
American Indian and Alaska Native
Asian
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander
Some other race

Two or more races

Hispanic or Latino origin (of any race)
White alone, not Hispanic or Latino

Householder worked

Householder worked full-time, year-round in the past 12
months

Householder 65 years and over
Family received --

Supplemental Security Income (SSI) and/or cash public
assistance income in the past 12 months
Social security income in the past 12 months

EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT OF HOUSEHOLDER
Less than high school graduate
High school graduate (includes equivalency)
Some college, associate's degree
Bachelor's degree or higher

NUMBER OF RELATED CHILDREN UNDER 18 YEARS
No child
1 or 2 children
3 or 4 children
5 or more children

NUMBER OF PEOPLE IN FAMILY
2 people
3 or 4 people
5 or 6 people
7 or more people

NUMBER OF WORKERS IN FAMILY
No workers
1 worker
2 workers
3 or more workers

INCOME DEFICIT
Mean income deficit for families (dollars)

PERCENT IMPUTED
Poverty status for families

3 of 5

Married-couple families

Total
Margin of Error
+/-306
+/-171

+/-321
+/-307
+/-87
+/-19
+/-49
+/-19
+/-150
+/-81

+/-164
+/-264

+/-232
+/-231

+/-206

+/-116

+/-197

+/-186
+/-158
+/-254
+/-109

+/-319
+/-150
+/-89
+/-79

+/-310
+/-194
+/-100

+/-79

+/-205
+/-203
+/-207
+/-117

+/-1,689

)

California City city, California
Female householder, no husband

Percent below poverty level

Estimate
10.2%
14.4%

10.7%
2.3%
44.9%

0.0%

36.5%
0.0%

3.5%
2.7%

7.1%
0.0%

2.6%

52.5%

0.0%

18.6%
21.5%
1.4%
4.9%

8.0%
0.0%
0.0%
79.3%

8.1%
2.0%
0.0%
79.3%

22.4%
0.0%
11.2%
7.7%

)

)

Margin of Error
+/-5.8
+/-7.4

+/-6.0
+/-2.3
+/-25.1

*k

+/-38.5

*k
+/-35.4
+/-26.5

+/-5.8
+/-2.7

+/-3.7
+/-2.8

+/-5.2

+/-19.4

+/-5.3

+/-21.9
+/-11.5
+/-2.5
+/-7.4

+/-7.3
+/-6.0
+/-32.1
+/-27.6

+/-8.1
+/-3.8
+/-24.1
+/-27.6

+/-18.5
+/-4.7
+/-5.9
+/-14.6

)

)

present
Total
Estimate Margin of Error
611 +/-172
278 +/-145
579 +/-164
375 +/-158
124 +/-110
0 +/-19
52 +/-70
0 +/-19
28 +/-47
32 +/-41
92 +/-102
BI5) +/-158
400 +/-152
123 +/-118
29 +/-29
274 +/-150
147 +/-96
131 +/-105
210 +/-111
237 +/-137
33 +/-36
333 +/-165
177 +/-111
101 +/-104
0 +/-19
274 +/-155
274 +/-142
53 +/-53
10 +/-16
211 +/-109
333 +/-153
51 +/-40
16 +/-26
8,436 +/-2,328
) )
05/22/2015





Subject

Families
With related children under 18 years

RACE AND HISPANIC OR LATINO ORIGIN

Families with a householder who is--
One race
White
Black or African American
American Indian and Alaska Native
Asian

Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander

Some other race
Two or more races

Hispanic or Latino origin (of any race)
White alone, not Hispanic or Latino

Householder worked

Householder worked full-time, year-round in the past 12

months

Householder 65 years and over
Family received --

Supplemental Security Income (SSI) and/or cash public

assistance income in the past 12 months

Social security income in the past 12 months

EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT OF HOUSEHOLDER

Less than high school graduate

High school graduate (includes equivalency)

Some college, associate's degree
Bachelor's degree or higher

NUMBER OF RELATED CHILDREN UNDER 18 YEARS

No child

1 or 2 children

3 or 4 children

5 or more children

NUMBER OF PEOPLE IN FAMILY
2 people
3 or 4 people
5 or 6 people
7 or more people

NUMBER OF WORKERS IN FAMILY
No workers
1 worker
2 workers
3 or more workers

INCOME DEFICIT
Mean income deficit for families (dollars)

PERCENT IMPUTED
Poverty status for families

4 of 5

California City city, California
Female householder, no husband
present
Percent below poverty level

Estimate
51.2%
79.5%

52.3%
33.9%
89.5%

71.2%
100.0%
31.3%

100.0%
33.9%

50.3%
0.0%

55.2%

51.5%

36.1%

82.4%
58.1%
35.0%

0.0%

27.6%
67.8%
100.0%

44.2%
52.9%
69.8%
100.0%

53.1%
60.4%
0.0%
0.0%

)

)

Margin of Error
+/-20.5
+/-19.6

+/-21.5
+/-24.4
+/-22.0

*%

+/-56.6

*%
+/-58.2
+/-57.2

+/-30.6
+/-24.4

+/-28.4
+/-24.4

+/-55.2

+/-27.9

+/-35.0

+/-25.3
+/-25.7
+/-28.6
+/-53.6

+/-20.8
+/-27.5
+/-28.5

*%k

+/-27.2
+/-30.2
+/-52.0
+/-97.3

+/-29.2
+/-33.1
+/-43.1
+/-76.9

)

)

05/22/2015





Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables.

While the 2009-2013 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in
ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.

Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As
a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2009-2013 5-Year American Community Survey

Explanation of Symbols:

1. An "** entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.

2. An'-'entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an
estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an
open-ended distribution.

3. An - following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.

4. An '+ following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.

5. An "**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A
statistical test is not appropriate.

6. An "****x' antry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.

7. An'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of
sample cases is too small.

8. An'(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.

5 of 5 05/22/2015
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Form Date: April, 2016 ATP Cydle 3 Call for Projects - Application Form — Attachment A

Part C: Attachments
Attachment A: Signature Page

IMPORTANT: Applications will not be accepted without all required signatures.

Implementing Agency: Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director, or other officer authorized by the governing board

The undersigned affirms that their agency will be the “Implementing Agency” for the project if funded with ATP funds and they are
the Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to
commit the agency’s resources and funds. They are also affirming that the statements contained in this application package are
true and complete to the best of their knowledge. For infrastructure projects, the undersigned affirms that they are the manager of
the public right-of-way fa'%\ei)insible for their mgintenance and operation) or they have authority over this position.

s
Signature: 7= ;- Date:  June 06, 2016

Name: William T. Weil Phone: _(760) 373-7170
Title: City Manager e-mail: citymgr@californiacity-ca.gov

For projects with a Partnering Agency: Chief Executive Officer or other officer authorized by the governing board

(For use only when appropriate)

The undersigned affirms that their agency is committed to partner with the “Implementing Agency” and agrees to assume the
responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the facility upon completion by the implementing agency and they
intend to document such agreement per the CTC guidelines. The undersigned also affirms that they are the Chief Executive Officer
or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to commit the agency's resources and funds. They are also
affirming that the statements contained in this application package are true and complete to the best of their knowledge.

Signature: Date:
Name: Phone:
Title: e-mail:

For projects with encroachments on the State right-of-way: Caltrans District Traffic Operations Office Approval*

(For use only when appropriate)

If the application’s project proposes improvements within a freeway or state highway right-of-way, whether it affects the safety or
operations of the facility or not, it is required that the proposed improvements be reviewed by the district traffic operations office
and either a letter of support/acknowledgement from the traffic operations office be attached or the signature of the traffic
manager be secured in the application. The Caltrans letter and/or signature does not imply approval of the project, but instead is
only an acknowledgement that Caltrans District staff is aware of the proposed project; and upon initial review, the project appears
to be reasonable and acceptable.

Is a letter of support/acknowledgement attached? If yes, no signature is required. If no, the following signature is required.
Signature: Date:

Name: Phone:

Title: e-mail:

* Contact the District Local Assistance Engineer (DLAE) for the project to get Caltrans Traffic Ops contact information. DLAE contact information can
be found at http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/LocalPrograms/dlae.htm
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From: Wallace, Melanie@CCC on behalf of ATP@CCC

To: Ramon Pantoja
Subject: FW: Cal-City 2016 ATP Application
Date: Monday, June 06, 2016 3:29:58 PM

Hello Ramon,

The CCC is unable to assist with this ATP project. Please include a copy of this email with your
application as proof of reaching us.

Thank you,

Melanie Wallace
Chief Deputy Analyst
California Conservation Corps

1719 24™ Street
Sacramento, CA 95816

0 (916)341-3153

M (916)508-1167

F (877)315-5085
melanie.wallace@ccc.ca.gov

Every Californian should conserve water. Find out how at:

Save Qur

Water

SaveOurWater.com - Drought.CA.gov

From: Ramon Pantoja [mailto:rpantoja@heltengineering.com]
Sent: Friday, June 03, 2016 7:45 AM

To: ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>
Subject: RE: Cal-City 2016 ATP Application

Hi Melanie;
Please let us know which items the CCC can participate on this project.
See attachments.

Let me know if you need additional information or have any questions.
Thanks

Ramon H. Pantoja
Project Manager

Helt Engineering, Inc.
2930 Union Ave.
Bakersfield, CA 93305
Cell (661) 302-6473

Ph. (661) 323-6045

Fax (661) 323-0799
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From: Wallace, Melanie@CCC [mailto:Melanie.Wallace@ccc.ca.gov] On Behalf Of ATP@CCC
Sent: Thursday, June 02, 2016 3:33 PM

To: Ramon Pantoja <rpantoja@heltengineering.com>

Subject: RE: Cal-City 2016 ATP Application

Hello Ramon,

On behalf of the California Conservation Corps, | would like to invite you to send us your ATP project
information for our participation review to comply with the Cycle 3 Guidelines.

Thank you,

Melanie Wallace
Chief Deputy Analyst
California Conservation Corps

1719 24 Street
Sacramento, CA 95816

0 (916)341-3153

M (916)508-1167

F (877)315-5085
melanie.wallace@ccc.ca.gov

Every Californian should conserve water. Find out how at:

Save Qur

Water

SaveQurWater.com - Drought.CA.gov

From: Active Transportation Program [mailto:inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org]

Sent: Wednesday, June 01, 2016 1:57 PM

To: Ramon Pantoja <rpantoja@heltengineering.com>

Cc: Jerry Helt <jhelt@heltengineering.com>; Tom Weil <citymgr@californiacity.com>; Craig Platt

(cplatt@californiacity-ca.gov) <cplatt@californiacity-ca.gov>; ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>
Subject: Re: Cal-City 2016 ATP Application

Hello Ramon,

Thank you for contacting the Local Conservation Corps. Unfortunately, we are unable
to participate in this project. Please include this email with your application as proof
that you reached out to the Local Conservation Corps.

Thank you,
Dominique

On Tue, May 31, 2016 at 4:18 PM, Ramon Pantoja <rpantoja@heltengineering.com> wrote:
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RE: Redwood Blvd. Sidewalk/Pedestrian Improvements Project

The City of California City is seeking Community Conservation Corps assistance for the

2016 ATP application cycle 3.

Project Title:

Redwood Blvd. Sidewalk/Pedestrian Improvements

* Project Description:

Install five feet wide paved class 2 bike lane, sidewalk, curb and gutter, pavement tie-in,

cross gutters at intersections, curb ramps, striping and retro-reflective road signs.

See attached
- cost estimate
- schedule

- and map

If have questions please let us know.

Ramon H. Pantoja
Project Manager

Helt Engineering, Inc.
2930 Union Ave.
Bakersfield, CA 93305
Cell (661) 302-6473

Ph. (661) 323-6045

Fax (661) 323-0799

Dominique Lofton | Program Assistant
Environmental & Energy Consulting
1121 L Street, Suite 400

Sacramento, CA 95814

916.426.9170 | inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org

Total Control Panel

To: Message Score: 10

High (60):

Login



tel:%28661%29%20302-6473

tel:%28661%29%20323-6045

tel:%28661%29%20323-0799

tel:916.426.9170

mailto:inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org

http://www.caleec.com/

https://asp.reflexion.net/login?domain=heltengineering.com



rpantoja@heltengineering.com  \jy Spam Blocking Level: Medium Medium (75):
From: _ Low (90):
melanie.wallace@ccc.ca.gov Block this sender

Block ccc.ca.gov

This message was delivered because the content filter score did not exceed your filter level.
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From: Ramon Pantoja

To: "Active Transportation Program"”
Subject: RE: Cal-City 2016 ATP Application
Date: Wednesday, June 01, 2016 1:48:00 PM
Thanks,

Ramon H. Pantoja
Project Manager

Helt Engineering, Inc.
2930 Union Ave.
Bakersfield, CA 93305
Cell (661) 302-6473

Ph. (661) 323-6045

Fax (661) 323-0799

From: Active Transportation Program [mailto:inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org]
Sent: Wednesday, June 01, 2016 1:47 PM

To: Ramon Pantoja <rpantoja@heltengineering.com>

Subject: Re: Cal-City 2016 ATP Application

Hello Ramon,
Thank you for your inquiry. We are looking into your request and will get back to you by June 7th.

Thank you,
Dominique

On Tue, May 31, 2016 at 4:18 PM, Ramon Pantoja <rpantoja@heltengineering.com> wrote:
RE: Redwood Blvd. Sidewalk/Pedestrian Improvements Project

The City of California City is seeking Community Conservation Corps assistance for the
2016 ATP application cycle 3.

Project Title:
Redwood Blvd. Sidewalk/Pedestrian Improvements

* Project Description:
Install five feet wide paved class 2 bike lane, sidewalk, curb and gutter, pavement tie-in,
cross gutters at intersections, curb ramps, striping and retro-reflective road signs.

See attached
- cost estimate
- schedule

- and map



mailto:inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org

mailto:rpantoja@heltengineering.com



If have questions please let us know.

Ramon H. Pantoja
Project Manager

Helt Engineering, Inc.
2930 Union Ave.
Bakersfield, CA 93305
Cell (661) 302-6473

Ph. (661) 323-6045

Fax (661) 323-0799

Dominique Lofton | Program Assistant
Environmental & Energy Consulting
1121 L Street, Suite 400

Sacramento, CA 95814

916.426.9170 | inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org

Total Control Panel

To: rpantoja@heltengineering.com Remove this sender from my allow list
From:

inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org

You received this message because the sender is on your allow list.

Login



tel:%28661%29%20302-6473

tel:%28661%29%20323-6045

tel:%28661%29%20323-0799

tel:916.426.9170

mailto:inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org

http://www.caleec.com/

https://asp.reflexion.net/login?domain=heltengineering.com

https://asp.reflexion.net/address-properties?aID=34329794&domain=heltengineering.com

mailto:inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org

https://asp.reflexion.net/FooterAction?ver=3&un-wl-sender-address=1&hID=15195640831&domain=heltengineering.com



From: Active Transportation Program

To: Ramon Pantoja

Cc: Jerry Helt; Tom Weil; Craig Platt (cplatt@californiacity-ca.gov); atp@ccc.ca.gov
Subject: Re: Cal-City 2016 ATP Application

Date: Wednesday, June 01, 2016 1:57:17 PM

Hello Ramon,

Thank you for contacting the Local Conservation Corps. Unfortunately, we are unable
to participate in this project. Please include this email with your application as proof
that you reached out to the Local Conservation Corps.

Thank you,
Dominique

On Tue, May 31, 2016 at 4:18 PM, Ramon Pantoja <rpantoja@heltengineering.com> wrote:
RE: Redwood Blvd. Sidewalk/Pedestrian |mprovements Project

The City of California City is seeking Community Conservation Corps assistance for the
2016 ATP application cycle 3.

Project Title:

Redwood Blvd. Sidewalk/Pedestrian Improvements

* Project Description:

Install five feet wide paved class 2 bike lane, sidewalk, curb and gutter, pavement tie-in,
Cross gutters at intersections, curb ramps, striping and retro-reflective road signs.

See attached
- cost estimate
- schedule

- andmap

If have questions please |et us know.



mailto:inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org

mailto:rpantoja@heltengineering.com

mailto:jhelt@heltengineering.com

mailto:citymgr@californiacity.com

mailto:cplatt@californiacity-ca.gov

mailto:atp@ccc.ca.gov

mailto:rpantoja@heltengineering.com



Ramon H. Pantoja
Project Manager

Helt Engineering, Inc.
2930 Union Ave.

Bakersfield, CA 93305

Cell (661) 302-6473
Ph. (661) 323-6045

Fax (661) 323-0799

Dominique L ofton | Program Assistant
Environmental & Energy Consulting
1121 L Street, Suite 400

Sacramento, CA 95814

916.426.9170 | inquiry @atpcommunitycorps.org

Total Control Panel

To: Remove this sender from my allow list
rpantoja@heltengineering.com

From:
inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org

You received this message because the sender is on your allow list.

Login



tel:%28661%29%20302-6473

tel:%28661%29%20323-6045

tel:%28661%29%20323-0799

tel:916.426.9170

mailto:inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org

http://www.caleec.com/

https://asp.reflexion.net/login?domain=heltengineering.com

https://asp.reflexion.net/address-properties?aID=34329794&domain=heltengineering.com

https://asp.reflexion.net/FooterAction?ver=3&un-wl-sender-address=1&hID=15195848380&domain=heltengineering.com
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3500 Douglas Avenue
Mojave, CA 93501

Voice: 661-824-4001
Fax: 661-824-2686

S, <
CHoo pisTRY

June 1, 2016

Ramon H. Pantoja
Project Manager

Helt Engineering, Inc.
2930 Union Ave.
Bakersfield CA, 93305

Re: Support of California City Active Transportation Program Project Application
Dear Mr. Pantoja:

The Mojave Unified School District offers this letter of support for the California City
Active Transportation Program application for Redwood Blvd. Sidewalk/Pedestrian
Improvements.

There is a growing risk of serious injury as a result of deficiencies in the walkways and
the pedestrian and bicycle paths in this area due to a complete lack of safe pathways for
the students. Walking and biking are the primary modes of transportation for many of our
residents and their children. We feel that these are crucial upgrades that will enhance our
community and keep our children safer.

The Mojave Unified School District would like to encourage students to walk and bike to
school, as well as to local retail stores and restaurants, and therefore supports the City’s
application for Active Transportation Program funding for this project. We are committed
and willing to provide the resources and outreach to students and parents in order to ensure
that the bike and pedestrian safety improvements will be utilized and used in a safe
manner.

District Superintendent
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3500 Douglas Avenue
Mojave, CA 93501

Voice: 661-824-4001
Fax: 661-824-2686

S, <
CHoo pisTRY

June 1, 2016

Ramon H. Pantoja
Project Manager

Helt Engineering, Inc.
2930 Union Ave.
Bakersfield CA, 93305

Re: Support of California City Active Transportation Program Project Application
Dear Mr. Pantoja:

The Mojave Unified School District offers this letter of support for the California City
Active Transportation Program application for Redwood Blvd. Sidewalk/Pedestrian
Improvements.

There is a growing risk of serious injury as a result of deficiencies in the walkways and
the pedestrian and bicycle paths in this area due to a complete lack of safe pathways for
the students. Walking and biking are the primary modes of transportation for many of our
residents and their children. We feel that these are crucial upgrades that will enhance our
community and keep our children safer.

The Mojave Unified School District would like to encourage students to walk and bike to
school, as well as to local retail stores and restaurants, and therefore supports the City’s
application for Active Transportation Program funding for this project. We are committed
and willing to provide the resources and outreach to students and parents in order to ensure
that the bike and pedestrian safety improvements will be utilized and used in a safe
manner.

District Superintendent
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U.S.Department California Division 650 Capitol Mall, Suite 4-100
of Transportation Sacramento, CA 95814
Federal Highway December 12, 2014 (916) 498-5001
Administration 916 498-5008 (FAX)
Mr. Ahron Hakimi ECElVY E In Reply, Refer To:
Executive Director HDA-CA
Kern Council of Governments DEC15-

1401 19th Street Z 2014

Suite 300 KERN COUNGIL

Bakersfield, CA 93301 OF GOVERNMENTS

SUBIJECT: Conformity Determination for the Kern Council of Governments’ (Kern COG) 2014
Regional Transportation Plan

Dear Mr. Hakimi:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) have
completed our review of the conformity determination for the Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG)
2014 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). A FTA/FHWA air quality conformity determination is
required for the new RTP pursuant to the Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) Transportation
Conformity Rule, 40 CFR Parts 51 and 93, and the United States Department of Transportation’s Final
Rule on Statewide and Metropolitan Planning, 23 CFR Part 450.

On June 19, 2014, Kern COG adopted the 2014 RTP and made the corresponding conformity
determination via Resolution 14-19. The conformity analysis submitted indicates that all air quality
conformity requirements have been met. Based on our review, and after consultation with the EPA
Region 9 office, we find that the 2014 RTP conforms to the applicable State Implementation Plan in
accordance with the provisions of 40 CFR Parts 51 and 93. This conformity determination will remain in
effect for four (4) years from the date of this letter and replaces the previous determination made on
December 14, 2010. In accordance with the July 15, 2004, Memorandum of Understanding (MOU)
between the Federal Highway Administration, California Division, and the Federal Transit
Administration, Region IX, the FTA has concurred with this conformity determination.

In accordance with the above MOU, the FHWA’s single signature constitutes FHWA and FTA’s joint air
quality conformity determination for the Kern COG 2014 RTP. If you have any questions pertaining to
this conformity finding, please contact Jack Lord, FHWA, at (916) 498-5888, or by email at
jack.lord@dot.gov.

Sincerely,

For: Vincent Mammano
Division Administrator





CHAPTER 5 STRATEGIC INVESTMENTS

I

Kern Council
of Governments

Project Listing - Table 5-1: Constrained Program of Projects Continued

2014 through 2040 - Non-motorized (Continued)

Taft Asher Avenue from Supply Row to South Street - 0.5 miles - Class |l

Taft Ash Street from Emmons Park to Harrison Street - 0.2 miles - Class |l

Taft A Street from Arroyo Drive to Hilard Street - 0.3 miles - Class |l

Taft Taft Path from Kern River Parkw ay to Gardner Field Road - 10.6 miles - Other

Taft Gardner Field Road from County to Aqueduct - 1.5 miles - Other

Tehachapi White Pine Drive from Tehachapi Blvd to Mariposa Road - 0.4 miles - Class Il

Tupman Tule Bk Reserve Path from Tupman Path to Tule Elk Reserve State Park - 1.3 miles - Other
County Garlock Road from Redrock-Randsburg Road to US 395 - 18 miles - Class |l

\Wasco Hwy 46 from Gun Club Road to Magnolia Ave - 8 miles - Caltrans Shoulder

77,500,000

Sub-total ~ $424,000,000

2014 through 2040 - Freight Rail

Project Location Scope Y OE Cost Project ID Start
Freight Rail Tehachapi Double-track sections from Bakersfield to Mojave $111,700,000 In Progress
Freight Rail Shafter Shafter Intermodal Rail Facility 30,000,000 In Progress
(Information only) Sub-total $141,700,000
2014 through 2020 - Major Highw ay Improvements
Project Location Y OE Cost Project ID Start
Route 14 Inyokern Redrock / Inyokern Rd to Rt 178 - widen to four lanes (Phasel) 42,000,000 KEROSRTPO06 2016
Route 46 Lost Hills Brow n Material Rd to I-5 - interchange upgrade at I-5 - Phase 4A 27,000,000 KER14RTPOO1 2016
Route 58 Metro Bkfd Rosedale Hwy - Callow ay Dr to Rt 99 - w iden existing highw ay 29,000,000  KERO8RTPOO7 2014
Route 99 Metro Bkfd Hosking Ave - construct interchange 31,000,000 KERO8SRTPO09 2014
Route 99 Bakersfield Olive Drive - construct interchange upgrades 6,100,000 KERO8RTP091 2016
Route 178 Bakersfield Vineland Rd to east of Miramonte Dr - w iden existing highw ay 54,000,000 KERO8RTPO11l 2014
Hageman Flyover Bakersfield Knudsen Dr to Rt 204 - construct extension 68,900,000 KERO8SRTPO13 2016
7th Standard Rd Shafter/Bkfd Rt 43 to Santa Fe Way - widen existing roadw ay 14,000,000 KERO8RTP113 2018
24th St Improvements Bakersfield Rt 178 (24th/23rd St) from SR-99 to M Street - w iden existing highw ay 55,000,000 KERO8RTPO14 2015
Centennial Corridor Bakersfield I-5 to Rt-58/Cottonw ood Rd - element of the Bakersfield Beltw ay System - 698,000,000  KEROSRTPO20 2016

construct new freew ay and/or operational improvements

Sub-total $1,025,000,000

2014 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)

5-18
1401 19th Street, Suite 300, Bakersfield, California 93301

The source of specific funding and Kern COG are not responsible for any misuse or misinformation contained in the report.

Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG)

June 2014
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K-;rij Council
of Governments CHAPTER 4 SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES STRATEGY

In November 2013 the Bakersfield City Council approved the City of Bakersfield Bicycle Transportation
Plan. The City of Bakersfield Bicycle Transportation Plan guides the future development of bicycle
facilities and programs in the City. The recommendations in this Plan will help the City create an
environment and develop programs that support bicycling for transportation and recreation, encourage
fewer trips by car and support active lifestyles.

Bikeway miles recommended in the 2013 City of Bakersfield Bicycle Transportation Plan include:

e 44.55 miles of Class | multi-use bike paths
e 111.07 miles of Class Il bike lanes
e 104.03 miles of Class Il bike routes

Planned bicycle travel facility mileage by community in Kern County is provided in Table 4-5.

TABLE 4-5: BICYCLE TRAVEL FACILITY MILEAGE IN KERN COUNTY
(EXISTING/PLANNED ESTIMATED FROM 2012 & 2013 BIKE PLANS)

Existing Planned
Unincorporated County 97 604
Arvin 5 22
Bakersfield 143 260
% California City 10 25
Delano 0 13
Maricopa 0 0
McFarland 0 2
Ridgecrest 26 24
Shafter 0 17
Taft 1 18
Tehachapi 4 15
Wasco 2 11
Total 288 1,011

Bicycle and pedestrian measures identified in the 2014 RTP (see Chapter 5) include:

e Encourage member jurisdictions to implement their adopted local bicycle plans and to incorporate
bicycle facilities into local transportation projects.

e Continue to seek funding for bicycle projects from local, state, and federal sources.

e Continue to seek funding to maintain existing bikeways.

e Promote the purchase and construction of bicycle racks and lockers for Kern County multimodal
stations.

Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) 2014 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP
June 2014

4-45

1401 19th Street, Suite 300, Bakersfield, California 93301
The source of specific funding and Kern COG are not responsible for any misuse or misinformation contained in the report.
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